
(either now discovered, or to be discovered here
after,) as may not be include I in any lawful gruntmade to private individuals, or to corporations
grtor to the cession of California to the United
tales ;
That the lands of the non-residents shall never

be taxed higher than those of residents ;
That the navigable waters shall be open and

free to all citizens of the United States, those of
California included ; and jThat her southern limits shall be restricted to
the Missouri compromise line, (thirty-six degreesthirty minutes of north latitude,)And as soon ns she ahull have produced to the
President of the United States, satisfactory and
authentic evidence, that the terms above net forth
have been fully and exactly complied with, the
President of the United States be, and he is here-1l>y, authorized and requested, without any further
action on the jmrt of Congress, to issue bis procla-
matinn declaring that California is, and she shall
tnereupon oe, aumiuett into the union upon an

equal footing with the origiuul Slates in all res-1

pects whatsoever.
Sec. 2. Andbe itfurther cnuctcd, That such portionsof the revenue collected in the porta of California,as may remain unexpended at the time of

the issuing of the Fr.sideut'a proclamation as

aforesaid, ahull be paid over to the said State of
California.

Skc. 3. .Ind be itfurther enacted, Tliut ihe Senatorsand Representatives elect now before Congressfor the sttid State of California, shall be
entitled to receive, and shall receive, the mileage,
and the per pietn pay, allowed to the delegate from
the Territory of Oiegon from the day that the
message of the President transmitting the constitutionof California was received by Congress.
Sec. 4. Jind be it further enacted, That the countrylying between the thirty-sixth degree thirty

minutes of north latitude, and the boundary line
between Mexico and the United States, establishedby the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and extendingfrom ihe Pacific to the Sierra JNladre, shall
constitute a Territory under the name of the Ter-
ritory of South California, and shall be organized,
us such, under the provisions of this bill, apply-1
tng to the Territory of Utah, (changing names
where they ought to be changed,) in all respects
whatsoever ; and shall, when ready, able, and
willing, to beco ne u State, and desiring to be such,
be admitted into the Union, with or without slave
ry, as the people thereof may desire and make
known through their constitution.
Mr. ORlt,ofS. C., nsked the gentleman from

Mississippi to yield ihe floor a moment to enable
iiiui to ofler an amendment.

Objection was made.
Mr. THOMPSON, then offered the amendment

proposed by Mr. Oru, and at his request, as his
own, it being an amendment to the bill, while Mr.
T's. first proposition was a substitute for it.
The question being first upon agreeing to the

amendment to the bill.
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said: Mr.

Speaker, I know and feel that the hour of debateis passed, and that this House is impatient
for action; but I feel constrained even yet to make
one more effort to secure justice for that section of
the Union I represent, it is true I struggle withouthope. I know the result in advance, lint I
have sought the floor to enable me 10 place on recordmy own opinions and and views.
The substitute proposed limits the boundary of

California by that ancient, well-known line on the
south of 36° .30'. It admits California when tihe
has agreed not to interfere with the primary disKoealof the land, and pledges herself to those stipuilionswhich were required of the other new

States, by proclamation of the President. It organizesa territorial government for the residue of the
country, south of the line of 3(J° 30v, to be called
South California, and adopts tor its government
the snme provisions enacted on yesterday for New
Mexico.

Sir, 1 believe, there is but one feeling from one

end of the Unwn to the other.that the boundaries
of California, as now claimed, are unreasonably
large. Tliis opinion is not peculiar to the South,
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North.
Had the people of California, firiding themselves

left without a government by Congress, formed
one looking to the seoitremeni of their own rights
alone, we all miinit that there would have been
force, and even propriety, in their making u governmentfor themselves. Had they been content
with limits which were confined to an effort to securetheir own protection, it would have presented
a strong case calling upon our liberality; und it
would have diminished the difficulty of overlooking
her gr >ss irregularities. But when it is apparent
to us all, that this whole movement is a political
manoeuvre; when a band of adventurers, enteringupon the public land in violation of law, attemptsto fix the fundamental law for an empire,
embracing a country large enough for five States
of the ordinary size, the character of the whole
transaction is apparent. Were it not that the
South is excluded.that slavery is excluded, I do
not believe a single Northern vote could be obtainedfor her admission with her present limits.
We yet have her boundaries in our hands.

I repeat, her gigantic proportions characterize
this whole proceeding as n political movement,
conceived in fraud, carried forward in fraud, and
this HotiRe this day is called upon to baptize and
confirm this gross and outrageous fraud.
Thi3 in my judgment, and however others may

be disposed to acquiesce in this application, I cannotdoubt that in their hearts they entertain the
same feeling.

Another thing: This Government stands in a

different position to this country from any new

State which has been admitted heretofore. The
United States has never asserted jurisdiction in
California. We have never exerted our power to

dispose of the public domain. Without our permission,squatters are now in possession of the
landsof California. The Convention which framed
the constitution on which we are now acting,
claimed and asserted their right of sovereignty.
Their constitution and laws are now in full operation.The State of California is taxing the settlers
for the use of our property. In our hot haste, we
are rushing into a conflict. California excitement
and California troubles will not end with her admission.
Are gentlemen prepared to jeopardize the whole

public domain? That California will claim the

mines, and most of the valuable lands, I believe ;
that the Government of the United States will ultimatelyyield in the controversy, I cannot doubt.

In former times, there was more particularity
and caution in the admission of new States; it was
in those days when the doctrine of State rights
meant something. Then each State, before she
assumed her equal position among the Confederacy
of States, was required to agree before hand to the
stipulations which seemed to conflict with her sovereignty.Even in those cases in latter days when
the previous stipulations were pretermitted, the
Government had surveyed her lands and sold them
to settlers, and the interest of every voter was directlyenlisted in maintaining your'title. It is difdliferentwith California ; there the interest of every
voter will enlist him in opposition to your title..
" Vote yourself a farm" will become an electioneeringcry; or perhaps it may be vote yourself n

gold mine. Whoever raises the cry will triumph.
Their distance from us, and the yielding to their
commands which this day will witness, will emboldenthem in their demands. They will thr. aten

secession, and complain loudly of harsh treatment.
The consequence, unless the precaution providedfor in my substitute prevails, will be, that

Congress will finally recede, and California will
come into the exclusive proprietorship of the
mines, if not of the whole public domain.

I ask the gentlemen of the North and of the
S uth. Are you prepared to rush headlong and
blindly into such a dispute, when, by a short
delay, the whole dispute may be avoided ?
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the

gentleman from Mississippi allow me to ask a

single question ?
Mr. THOMPSON. Certainly.
Mr. STEVENS. I desire to know of the gentlemanwhether he does not think, when that

claim is set up, we can buy it off for ten millions
of dollars? [A laugh.)
Mr. THOMPSON. I think very likely. Money

is a sovereign remedy, but I am opposed to i\ I
wish to avoid a future necessity for depleting the
Treasury. I wish to setile ibis question now. I
fe«i that 1 am speaking against the tixed deter.:. »k.'a Hnnen Rut ulmi thp necM-
ininaii*'ii *» una «A»-nv. .

sity of admitting California now Require her to

comply with the conditions proposed, ami she can

and will assent by the next session. Do you
want her votes now 5 Not for the tariff, because
in this you will fail, as her very position will
ever make her a free-trade State. But 1 will not
detain you with these views.
The adoption of a territorial government for

South California is demanded by the people of
that country. The whole South asks for a divisionas an act of justice. Every consideration of
aound policy demands this division. W« are

ready to accept the territorial government for
South California that you have given to New Mexico.In thia, it ia said, you will get two free States:
this fs not certain, but it is certain that it Californiais ever divided by her own content, both
States will be free. That she will l»e forced to a

V
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division before ten year*, i«ton« morally certain.!
The Constitution gives her the power to divide
herself at often as she ran obtain the consent of
Congress to such a division. Political strength
and consequence, on the Pacific coast, will be obtainedby the larger numlierof States. This feel1ing will lie aided by the ambition of political aspirantsand the violence of inevitable sectional
disputes which prevail more of less in every State.
By the formation of a territorial government,

the whole South will feel that they are not ex-
eluded by your act.that the majority here has
some respect still for them and their rights. You
show a dispositian to do right; and a manifestationof that spirit of justice will restore peace and
harmony to the country. You can now put yourheel upon the South, tamper with their feelings,
and traniple upon their rights.

I see thnt the majority are bent on their purposes.1 despair of equity. I have done my utmostto ward off this blow. My counsel has been
unheeded, and i am overpowered. This outrage
is mis any to oe periecieu, iuiu an i can uo is, to
leave the people's rights in the keeping of the
people. In their action 1 shall acquiesce with
more cheerfulness than in your arbitrary course.
1 would, in the language of the President, in his
late message to Congress, that in the train of the
passage of these several measures in relation to
slavery, I could hope for " a return of harmony
and good will, an increased attachment to the
Union, and the general satisfaction of the conn-

try."
Mr. RICHARDSON of III., demanded the pre-,vious question and the House ordered it.
The first ques ion was upon the following amend-

merit offered by Mr. Orr, through Mr. Thompson:
" Provided, That the Southern boundary of said

State be, sou is hereby established on the parul-!
lei ofS60 30' north latitude."
And it Mas decided in the negative. Ayes 75.

nays 132.
"Yeas . Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe,

Bayly, Beale, Bowden, Bowie, llowlin, Boyd,
Breck, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, G. A.
Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell. CJingman, Williamson,
R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Deberry, Edition-1
son, A. Evans, Ewing, Fentherston,Green, Hall,
Hamilton, Haralson, I. G. Harris, S. W. Harris,
Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard,
Inge, J. W. Jackson, A. Johnson, J. L. John-j
son, R. W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sere,
Marshall, Mason, McDowell, R. M. McLane,
F. E. McLean, McMullen, McQueen, McWillie,
Meade, Millson, Morehend, Morse, Morton, Orr,
Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Powell, Savage, Seddon,
Shepperd, F. P. Stanton, R. II. Stanton, J. H.
Thomas, J. Thompson, J. B. Thompson,
Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn..75.
Nats.Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen,

Andrews, Averett, Baker, Bennett, Bingham,
Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, Brooks, W. J.
Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Builpr, Thomas
B. Butler, Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Carter,
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell,Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty,
i1..AI. Il.inonn nmiltum Tcllinf. N

Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry,
Gerry, Giddings, Gilinore, Gorinun, Gott, Gould,
Grmnell, Hallowav, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris,
Haymond, Hebaril, Henry, Hiblmrd, Hoagland,
Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson,
Julian, Kerr, G. G. King, James G. King,
John A. King, Preston King, Letfler, Levin,
Littlefteld, Horace Mann, Job Man. Mutteson,
McClernnnd, McDonald, McOaughey, McKissock,McLanahan, Meacham, Moore, Morris,
Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Peck,
Phelps, Phumix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed,
Reynolds, Richardson, Rnbbins, Robinson, Root,
Rose, Ross, Ruinsey, Sackett, Snwtelle,Schenck,
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague,
Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong,
Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, John It.
Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underbill, Van
Dyke, Vinton, Wah.'en, Waldo, Wentwortli,
White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson,
and Young..132.
The question then recurring upon the substitutefor the original bill offered by Mr. Thompson',it was rejected. Ayes 71.nays 134.
Yeas..Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe. Averett,Payly, Beale, Bowden, Boyd, A. G. Brown,

Burt, Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, J. P. Ctildwell,
Clingnian, W. It. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel,
Deberry, Edmondson, Alexander Evans, Kwing,
Featherstou, Green, Hamilton, Haralson, Ishqm
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hilliaril, Holiday,Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, J. W.
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, J. L. Johnson, R.I
\V. Johnson, Jones, Kaurtnan, La Sere, Marshall,Mason, McDowell, R. M. McLane, Finis
E. McLean, McMullen, McQueen, McWillie,
Meade, Millson, Morehead,* Morse, Morton,!
Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Tarker, Powell, Savage,
Seddon, Shepperd, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stan-j

Tt,nm»«. Jacob Thompson. John B. Thomn-
son, Toombs, Venable, Viallace, Wellborn, and
Wood ward.71.
Nats.Messrs. Alberston, Alexander, Allen,

Andrews, Biker, Bay, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell
Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Powlin, Breck, Briggs,
Brooks, Wm. J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester
Butler, T. B. Butler, Cable, Calvin, Campbell,
C.irtter, Casey, Chandler, Cole,Corwin, Crowell,
Dirkey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer,
Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Elliott, N. Evans,
Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry,
Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell,Hail, Harlan, T. L. Harris, Haymond,
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Houston.
Howe, Hunter, Wm. T. Jackson, Julian, Kerr,
GeorgeG. King, James G. King, John A. King,
Preston Km*, LetHer, Levin, Littlefteld, Horace
Mann, Job Mann, Matteson, McClernand, McDonald,McGaughey, McKissock, McLannahan,
Meaebum, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Oglp,
Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Phomix, Pitman,Potter,Putnam, Reed,Reynolds, Richardson,
Bobbins, Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, Rum y,
Sawtelle,Sackett, Schenck.Scltermerhorn, Schoolcraft,Silvester, Sprague, Stanley, Stevens, Stet-
son, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson,
Thurman, Tuck, Underbill, Vandyke, Vinton,
Walden, Waldo, Watkina, VVentworth, White,
Whittlesey, Wildriek, Williams, Wilson, and
Young.1U4.
The question I hen recurred upon ordering the

bill to a third reading. Carried. Ayes 151.nays
57.
Yeas.Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen,

A nderson,Andrews,Baker, Bay .Bennett,Bingham,
Bissell,Bokt^fiooth,Bowie,Bowlin,Breck,Briggs,
Brooks, W. j. Brown, Buell,Burrows, C. Butler,
T. B. Butler, Ci.ble, J. P. Caldwell, Calvin, Camp-j
bell, Cnrtter, Casey, Chandler, Clark,Cole, Corwin,Crowell, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon,
Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Elliott,
A. Finns, N. Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Freedjley, Fulle.,Gentry .Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gor;man,Gott,Gould,Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hamjilton, Hainpion, Harlan, T. L. Harris, Hayniond,
r. J II M:|.I...»,I II...
neoaru, urmy, .u.

Howe, Hunter, YV. T. Jackson, A. Johnson, J.
L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, G. G. King, J.
G. King, J. A. King, P. King, Letller, Levin, Littlefield,H. M nun, J. iVlann, Marshall, Mason,
Matteson, McClemantl, McDonald, McGaughey,
McKissock, McLanahan, R. M. McLane, P. fc.
Mc. Lean, Meacham, Moors, Morehead, Morris,
Nt-lson, Newell, Ode, Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Perk,
Phelps, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed,
Reynolds, Richardson, Rohbins, jr., Robinson,
Root, Rose, Ross, Rumaey,jr., Sackett,Sawtelle,
Schenck, Schermerhorn, .Schoolcraft, Silvester,
Sprague, Stanley, Stevens, Stetson, Strong,Sweet!ser, Taylor, J. Thompson, J. I). Thompson,
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyk", Vinton,
YValden, Waldo, YVatkins, YVentworth, YY'hite,
Whittlesey, YViIdrick, YVillinms, YVtlson, Young,
.151.
Nats.Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averott, Bayly,

Renle, Bowdon, Boyd, A. G. Brown, Burt, Cabell,
G. A.Culdwed,Clingnian, Cobb, Colcoi k, Edmun|son. Featherston,Green, Haralson, I. G. Harris, S.
YV. Harris, I,illiard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard,
Hubbard, Inge, J. YV. Jackson, R. YV, Johnson,
Kaufman, La Sere, McDowell, MoMullen, MrIQueen, McWillie, Meade, Millson, Morse, Morjton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Powell, Sat age,
Seddou, Shepperd, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanjton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Y'enable,Wallace, YY'ellborn, YVoodward.57.
Mr. FEATHERSTON, of Mississippi, moved

to lay the bill on the table. Lost.
The bill having been read a third time, it was

put on its passage and psseed by ayes 150.nays
56.
Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconquer the

vote and to lay his motion on the table. Carried.
VTA It BV ITSfcLr.

Mr. HA RRIS, of Illinois, moved that the House
resolve itself into Committee of the YVhole on the
state of the Union, for the purpose of taking up
the territorial government bill/or Utah. Agreed
to.
Mr. CLERNAXD, of III., was called to the

chair.
Mr. HARRIS, of III., moved to lay aside other

bills, 4.C., and to take up the Senate bill describing
the limit and providing for a government for the
Territory of Utah. Agreed to.
The first section was read as follows :

" Be it enacted, be., tfe.t That ail that part of the
territory of the United States included within the
following limits, to wit: bounded on the went bythe State of California, on the north by the Territoryof Oregon, and on the east by the summit of
the Rocky mountains, and on the aouth by the
thirty-seventh parallel of north latitude, be and
the same is hereby created into a temporary go vernment,by the name of the Territory of Utuli,
atul when admitted at a State, the said Territory, or

any portion of the tame, shall be received into the
Union, with or without slavery, as their eontftftiiion
may prescribe al the time qf their admission : [Truly
a gratuitous permission to have or not that which
it is admitted, every State in the Union may constitutionallyadopt or not at pleasure.] Provided,
That nothing in this act contained shall be construedto inhibit the Government of the United
States from dividing said Territory into two or
more Territories, in such manner and at such times

be, on the part of the Sodth, the privilege of participationin its enjoyment. I wish, sir, to see if
the principle of non-intervention is really to be
adopted, and carried out in relation to it. What
benefit to us that States are to be admitted from
this territory, with or without slavery, as the
people forming State constitutions may prefer, if
in the intermediate time the slaveholder with his
property is to be excluded by the pretext of Mexi|can law, or by the territorial legislation of the in|significant communities now occupying it? By
the vote of the committee on iny amendment, we

can determine whether this alleged intervention be
a substance.a reality, or a mere shadow of a

name.a pretence and a cover for our exclusion,
under the supposed operation of Mexican laws,
or by hostile squutter legislation. Let us see

whether our rights, nr Southerners and slaveholriiers, to participation in our common territories will
be acknowledged and secured, even as to this pitifulwaste of desert land.
The question was taken on the amendment hy

tellers, and resulted in the negative. Ayes 55,
noes 85.
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, said that as

it was an nvowed indention of some to form TerritorialGovernments on the principle of non-intervention,he would test that point by moving to
strike out tbat clause which piovided for Iter admissionas a State " with or without slavery,"&c..
He thought we ought to shoulder our own responsibilities,and not attempt to bind future Congressesto which she would apply for admission.

He knew that many Northern members, in violationof the will of their constituents and the expressinstructions of their Legislatures, were

ready to vote for these bills, and leave the question
respecting slavery to he determined by the inhabitantsof the Territories. Others of us (said
he) have made up our minds never to vote for the
admission of a new slave Slate. He knew that
these pledges were not binding on future Congresses,but he knew also that many are apt to
take these pledges as being really a part of the
Constitution itself. Those bastard compromisers
on the Missouri and Tariff questions, became
equivalent to constitutional provisions, and each
was legislated into existence by a mere majority
of a single Congress.
The question was taken by tellers and rejected

.ayes 58. nays 85.
Mr. El roil, of Indiana, moved the following

j as an additional proviso to the bill:
" Provided, That the Mexican law prohibiting

slavery be and rtsnain in full force in suid Terri-
tory.'*
Mr, MILLSON, of Virginia, moved to substituteas follows:
Proridrtl Tlint no law or usage existing in the

said territory, at or before the tune when the same
was acquired by the United States, shall be held
to destroy or impair, within the said territory,
any rights of property or rotations of persons that
may be now recognized and allowed in uny of the
United States."
Mr. M. said. I do not propose to exhaust the

time and patience of the committee by a lengtheneddiscussion of the merits of the question. My
object Jn tp test the strength of the doctrine of
non-fntervention, the true doctrine of non-intervention,which lesve" the rights of the citizens of
the South where the Constitution has placed them,
and removes every obstruction which has been
put in their way by a foreign Government as well
as their own. If gentlemen, then, are really in
favor of that non-intervention of which they
speak so much, they will not content themselves
will) s'inply foruearu ' to insert a positive prohibitionof slavery, he.ioing it to lie unnecessary
to do so, but they will also t ike care that the
rights of Southern citizens sli./l not be destroyed
or impaired by the legislation of the Power that
C....Mai.l«. ,»vl f!ii« ii-rrilo.'". Sir. if nor coii.-il

lights arc to be trampled n, >u>, u will lie but a

poor ronsnlntion to be lohl, tn.il it j done, not by
the direct action of our own ( nitres*, but by the
nation from whom we cou'|ueretl the territory.

I do not wish to lie understood us expressing
the opinion that any Inc. "r usage which existed
in the territory at the time we acquired it, curt

properly be he'd to imp tir the rights of citizens
of the United Suites. Mv own personal opinion
is clear and decided, that no law now exists there
but American law; and on a former occasion I en'deavnml to sustain this \ iew. But, sir, I have no

confidence, upon this question, in the judges who
will be appointed to decide these controversies, il
any shall arise in this territory. I know what
their decisions will be, because I know what the

opinions of Northern gentlemen now nre. No
man will be nominated by the present Preadeent,
whose adjudication could be in favor of the slaveholder,and without meaning to impute to the
Senate any intention to do what was supposed to
be wrong, I believe that, constituted as that body
now is, no man would-be appointed by them who
would make such a decision. Nay, sir, I ventureto predict.though it is not likely that the
accuracy of the prediction will ever bis tested.
that if such n thing should ever happen.if, by
some awkward mismanagement, a territorial judge
should be appointed who should decide that slaveryis not forbidden by the extinct legislation of

as Congress shall deem convenient and proper, or
from attaching any portion of said Territory to
any other State or Territory of the United States."
Mr. WENTWORTH, of III., moved nsan additionalproviso, that neither slavery nor involuntaryservitude except for crime, &e., should exist

in any of the territory acquired from Mexico.
The CHAIRMAN ruled it out of order, inasmuchus it related to Jerritory not involved in the

bill.
Mr. WENTWORTH then modified his amendmentaccordingly. And the question being taken

by tellers, [the ayes and nays not being obtainablein committee,} it was disagreed to.ayes Gil.
nays 78.
Mr. MEADE, of Va., offered an amendment to

come in at the end of the first section of the bill,
carrying out the principle of non-intervention.
The umendment was read, as follows :
" That all laws heretofore passed by Congress

prohibiting African slavery in any Territory lyingwest of the Mississippi river, be, and the same
are hereby repealed."
The CHAIRMAN ruled it out of order.
Mr. MEADE appealed from the decision, but

the committee affirmed the derision of the Chair.
Mr. SEDDON, of Va., moved the following

amendment, to come in immediately after the provisionthat the Territories when formed into Stales
should be admitted with or without slavery, as the
people should in their constitutions declare :
" And that prior to the formation of State constitutions,there shall be no prohibition by reason

ofany law or usage existing in said Te ritory.or bythe action of the territorial legislature, of the emigrationof nil citizens of the United Slates with
any kind of property recognized us such in any
of ihe States of the Union."
Mr. S. said: I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman,for 110 purpose of mere delay or obstruction,

but in good faith, to obtain an expression of the
sense of the committee. It is not my purpose to
comment upon the details or character of the measureswhich, by its action on yesterday and today,it is clear this House hus resolve I to consummateand pass, I feel too strongly and deeply the
gross wrong and outrage they inflict on my section
and State, to characterize taem in terms at once

i u. .1 ,u:. -1 TI.L
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ilie last iti (lie series, is indeed the least objectionable,because it ii* based on the semblance of nonintervention,and may be considered art holding
out the profession of not excluding from the poor
remnant of the magnificent acquisitions obtained
from Mexico, covered by its provisions, the citizensof slnveholding States with their property.
From all the residue, I fear, the Southerner, with
his property, must he held forever excluded.
from the wide domains and exhanstless treasures
of California by positive prohibition, now consummatedand ratified by the legislative sanction
of this Congress, and from the whole extent as

well of the territory purchased front Texas as of
that included under the designation of new Mexico,both by the supposed operation of Mexican
law, and the well known determination so recentlyevinced by the people on whom present
power is conferred to exclude the institutions of
the South. The only chance remaining to the
South is in that isolated desert portion of the Great
Basin, which has been abandoned, from its worthiess 11 ess, to the Mormons: and even in regard to
that. I wish now to test whether there is really to

Mex cn, his decision would never he suffered to
stand, and there might even be, if necessary, such
a change in the constitution of the Supreme Court
as would insure its reversal.

Sir, the sole object of the amendment I have offered,is simply to provide that no court shall give
such effect to the past legislation of Mexico as to
hold that it interferes with the rights of Southern
citizens. The amendment does not seek to establishslavery. It does not propose to forestall either
congressional or territorial legislation. It does
not protec the rights of property or the relations of
oersons against any thing but Mexican legislation.
What excuse can there be for refusing to insert
such a provision in the bill, except that it is really
expected and intended that the bill as it now stands
shall secure our exclusion from this territory? Is
this non-intervention? is this a result whieli Congressmay lawfully accomplish, directly or indirectly?I say nothing of those property rights
which are invaded by such legislation ; but there
is another relation between the master and his
slave thun that merely involving property. They
are both human beings, and there is a domestic, a
social relation between them, which, while they
live together, the best interests of both render necessary.

t
You have no right to destroy or impair

this relation, any more than you have to impair the
relation ofparentand child. This, too, is to someextent,a relation of property. The child owes servitudeto his parent, and it is " involuntary servitude,"too. Would you permit Mexican legislationto destroy this relation, or interfere with ihis
claim td servitude? Have you any right to destroy
it by your own legislation?

Sir, gentlemen talk as if they thought it a sufficientboon to the South, thai New Mexico and
Utah should have governments provided for them
without the Wilmot Proviso. They sometimes
talk of it as a compensation for the admission of
California and the dismemberment of Texas. Sir,
what compensation is there to the South in giving
governments to New Mexico and Utah, with or
without the Proviso ? What peculiar interest have
we in the people of these Territories ? How could
we be injured if they never had a Government?
Are they so friendly in their feeling* and purposes
towards us, as peculiarly to enlist our syiUpu-
thies towards them, and induce us to submit to
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lection of our laws? What is it more to us than
to the North, that Utah and New Mexico should
have governments? Sir, it is the North that
should desire such governments to he .provided..
It is the North that would receive compensation
from the passage of these territorial bills, if they
had suffered any wrongs ttiat r quired compensation.Wherever we may look for consolation underthe disastrous defeats we have just 'sustained,
it is not in these hills that we shall find it.

I will detain the committee no longer. I have
offered my amendment to test t(ie strength.I
should rather say, the weakness of the doctrine of
non-intervention. Rejected as it will he by a vast

majority, it will serve at least to show what end <

are expected to be accomplished by the passage of
this lull.
Fending the question,
Mr. ROVD, of Ky., moved that the Committee

rise. Carried.
The SPEAKER took the Chair, when
Mr. BOYD moved a resolution closing nil dehateon the Utah territorial hill in five minutes afterit shall again he taken up in Committee of the

Whole.
After some ineffectual attempts to adjourn, the

resolution was adopied, and on motion of Mr.
Bovo, the House again resolved itself into Committeeof the Whole (Mr. McClernand in the

chair,) and resumed the consideration of the hill.
Mr. BAYLY said, he should not detain the

House a moment. He rose merely to appeal to
members from the section of country from which
he came not to offer nny amendments to this hill,
hut to let it stand precisely as it came to them from
the Senate. It was precisely in that shape that it
had received the vote of every Southern Senator,
and particularly the votes of the two senators of
his own State. This being the case, he hoped
that no amendment would he offered, but that the
hill would he ullowed to wins without further de-
lay.
The only effect of offering amendments, would

be to keep the House sitting' so much the Inter..
This being the case,he hoped thut no more amendmentswould he offered.
The question was then taken on Mr. MillsovV

amendment by tellers, and determined in the negative.ayes49, noes 9"2.
Mr. TOOMBS said that if it would he in order

for him, by opposing this amendment, to make a

few remarks, lie desired to do so.'
The CHAIRMAN said that the gentleman was

nt. liberty to proceed.
Mr. TOOMBS continuing, said he desired,to say

a word in reply to the remarks of the gentleman
from Virginia, [Mr. Skddov.] The objection that
the gentleman urged to the bill, seemed to be that
there had been a series of outrages perpetrated
upon the South. If, said Mr. T., the passage of
the territorial bills without restriction on the subjectof slavery, is not an outrage, and the gentlemandoes not seem to suppose that it is, then there
has been none committed. And I have this to say
to the gentleman, if there have been aggressions
perpetrated on the South, she has done the mischiefherself; she has only herself to blnme. It
is by her oWn hands, and by the hands of her
sons, that the wrong has been done.
The gentleman had spoken of outrages commjtedon the South. There could certainly be no

outrage connected with this legislation. So far as
that was concerned it was perfectly satisfactory.
The gentleman was not justified in snying that an
outrage was committed upon the South. If nny
outrsge hail been committed upon her, it had been
done by her own sons. |f the matter were tested,
this would lie found to be the case.

Mr. SEDDON said he trusted it would be
tested.
Mr.SEDDON offered the following amendment,

as nn additional proviso to the 1st section, viz
"And that prior to die formation of a State constitution,there shall be no prohibition by the actionof the territorial legislation of the emigration

of any citizens of the United States with any
property recognized as such by the laws of any of
the States of'the Union."
Mr. SEDDON snid : I regret, Mr. Chairman,

that the remarks of my colleague [Mr. Bayly]
make some explanation on my part necessary.
He appeals to Southern representatives to forbear
from offering opposition or amendment to this
bill, and refers to the fact that it received the np-
probation of all the senators from the South, in-
eluding those from our own State, to whom he has
referred particularly. Sir, since (he rejection, by
n decisive vote, of the amendment offered by me

just now, it is my purpose certainly, and may be
that of oilier Southern representatives, to vote
against this bill, even as it came from the Seriate,
Sir, I feel proud to concur in approval of the course
which has been pursued tri relation to this whole
controversy by the Southern senators who op-
posed the miscalled compromise bill, and especiallyin that of the able senators from my own
State, who are richly entitled to the conflcence
and gratitude of the South. I therefore feel bound
to explain the very different circumstances undpr
which the bill was presented to and approved by
them. While one of a series of conjoint metis-
tires, such as have been in substance passed here,
it met their stern, unwavering opposition, and
only when all others seemed defeated and this
stood alone, was it acquiesced in by them. It
professed to be based on the principle of non-in|tervemion, and at that time, it might not unreason-

ably have been supposed that some adjustment of
the other vexed sectional questions might be »c-

complishe I on that or come similar basis. With
that hope, it might properly be, as I doubt not it
was,allowed by those Senators ; but now and with
us, the attitude of this bill is far different. It is
»IIC mai HI n arncs ui cunnairu huiki^CB uri uui

section and its citizens. It consummates thegross
wrong and injustice of our exclusion from partici-
nation in the vast domains obtained in large measMe by Southern valor and treasure. The vote just
g ven has shown the pretence of non-intervention
to be u mere sham.a trap to catch easy, credulouscompromisers of the South ; and that no substantialenjoyment, or even chance of participationin that poor territory, is to be allowed us.
" Per fas aul neftu," either by the presence of
Mexican law or territorial legislation, we are to
bo excluded. Under these altered circumstances,
I cannot for moment doubt, Mr. Chairman, thnt
all the southern Senators referred to would have
encountered thin bill, like all the others, with stern
opposition.
Such, sir, certainly is my feeling in respect to

it ; aqd I appeal to the southern Representatives
with whom I have been acting, if the connection
of this measure with the series of wrongs inflicted
upon us, and the palpable denial of all chance of
equal participation just pronounced, do not render
our duty of opposition to this bill likewise clear
and imperative? Let us have no part or lot in this
foul wrong, nor be implicated in any of the con|nected measures of aggression and injury perpetratedon us and ours. Let us not weaken the force
of our opposition and repugnance by acquiescence
in this the pettiest of the whole. Here, indeed,
it oay avail nothing. From the dominant majorityhere, we can expert no redrese.not even the
simplest justice. We speak to sealed Jears to

%
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fixed mind#. But, beyond them, there ia yet a

power, we may invoke with hope. To the bovreigntyof the people there may a'ill he appeal,
and there we may find n power to reaiet wrong*
and maintain rights. In my humble judgment,
the honor and the safety of the Southern people
are involved in the issues of these measures, and
to them, with the confidence which their history
and their character justify, let us refer as becomes
their Representatives, the determination of the
extent of the wrong done and " the mode and
measure of redress."
The question was taken by tellers and lost.

Aves 55.nays 85. '

The question recurring on the amendment ol
the sentfeman from Indiana,
Mr. TOOMBS said, he would avail himself ol

the right to speak in opposition to the gentleman's
amendment, in order to answer the inquiry which
he had propounded. He would say to the gentleman,without acknowledging that he had incurred
the slightest responsibility or obligation to respond
to any such interrogatory, that he had voted in
conformity with the general sense of the whole
South, 'fhe gentleman's objection seented to be,
that there were other measures forced upon the
South which were objectionable. He denied that
any such measures were forced upon him. Nearly
two-thirds of the whole Southern delegation had
voted for all the measures which referred particularlyto Southern interests, whilst a majority of the
Nothern votes had been cast against them. As to
the bill for the admission of California.for the
gentleman had particularly referred to that.he believedit was no outrage upon the South ; he never
had believed that it was an outrage upon the
South. He was ready to meet the issue before the
country. His position was well known. So far
as the Texas boundary bill was concerned, he believedit to he a wise and just measure. He had
never had any objection to it; he believed that it
was advantageous to Texas and advantageous to
this Republic.

In regard to California be would say, that he
believed the best policy of tlu North would have
been to divide her territory ; he believed that beforefive years elapsed it would be divided. The
North, by its division, would have two free States
instead of one. These were his deliberate opinions,and lie had proclaimed them everywhere,
(ind when he had yielded to gentlemen of the
South it was for peace and harmony. The gentlemin might take s r,h concessions for whatever
he c >uld innke out of them.
The question was then taken on the amendment

of the gentleman fVom Indiana, and it was negativedby ayes 52.noes85.
Mr. SEDDON proposed a pro forma amendment.
Mr. SEDDON said: I should he indeed happy,Mr. Chairman, if I could accord in the strange

declaration just made by the gentleman from
Georgia, [Mr. Toombs,] that the South in this
series of measures has sustained no aggression
ami no wrong. But, sir, the ability of the gentleman,great as it is frpely conceded to he, must fall
f.ir short of the impossible task of convincing
either myself or numbers in the South of the justiceof such an assertion. I cannot indeed forbear
exnressing amazement at the source whence such
a declaration proceeds. Sir, to go no further back
than a few brief dnys, were there not published in
this city the resolutions adopted by a meeting of
Southern representatives on a reoort made by that
gentleman as the chairman of the committee to
whom hud been confided the duty of recommendinga course to he pursued by us liere? Lhd not
these resolutions expressly contemplate that an

amendment, introduced and urged hy that gentleman,should he offered bv him to the territorial
lulls, by which substantially the Mexican law
was to be Hbrogruted and another law, under
which our right of entry with our slaves into
ilie new territories was secured, substituted,
and made the exclusive law on the subject of
slavery ? That iu the event of its rejection, we
were to plant ourselves immovably, in the MissouriCompromise line and demand recognition
south of it ? I certainly bad not a doubt that nil
who concurred in those resolutions, and especially
the mover, believed that if the principle of his
amendment was not accorded, and that then all
partition with recognition of our right to hold
slaves in the part allotted us should bp refused, a

great wrong and injury would lie done the South,
and that we should be justified in resisting, by all
legitimate means, this whole series of infamous
measures. Vpt, sir, we have seen the amendment
of the gentleman offered, and the whole vital part
of it rejected by a decisive vote; only so much as

was substantially in the Constitution of the United
States and incorporated in the bill before, was

adopted, as if in mere mockery. We have likewiseseen all propositions of partition, of the Missruirilit»e, and of recognition of our right of entry
with slaves, in any form, scoutetl und voted down
by overwhelming majorities. If there was sense

or meaning in our resolutions, surely these things
constitute to thegenileman h'inself gross wrong and
aggression. I might go much further, Mr. Chnirnian,in these persona! references, for materials are
not wanting;, but I have no heart for criminations
and recriminations with Southern men. I prefer to

appeal to the convic'.ions and candor of the gentlemanhimself in relation to the measures which have
passed. I ask htm, in all sincerity, if he does not
consider the sanction which has been this dap given
ny t_/Oiigress to tne inntuinori/.eu usurpation ny
the hordes who occcupied Culifornin, of the vast
domains embraced by their Constitution) and to
the exclusion by a Proviso in the form of organic
law, of all citizens of the slaveholding States with
their property, from'all participation in the enjoymentof this modern HI Dorado, an aggression and
a wrong? Is it it not in substance and operation the
Wilmot Proviso, deriving its legal sanction Hiid validityonly from the recognition of Congress? Is that
lio nggresHion ? Is it no wrong, that the only laboringclass in the world excluded for months past
and forever henceforth front participation in the

resources and exhaustleas mineral treasures
of that vast region, is the laboring class of one

half the owners?.that we of the South alone with
our property are to have no share or lot in the
treasures which are to be had for the digging, and
which are probably to enrich the marts nnd influencethe destinies of the whole continent ? I hold
this an outrage of the most direct and momentous
character. I appeal again to the gentleman. He
has declared by speech nnd vote that the title of
Texas to the whole of the territory east of the Rio
Grande, from its mouth to its source, was clear and
incontrovertible. Was it no outrage and aggressionthat fifty thousand square miles of this territoryshould be purchased, to be transferred from
the jurisdiction of a slaveholding State, certain to
maintain our institutions, to the tender mercies of
this Government, controlled, as it confessedly is,
by an nnti-slaveiy majority, or of the semi-civilizedIndians and Mexican half-breeds who have
just manifested their determination to exclude us?
Kveo this is not all, for wn and our constituents
are compelled to pay millions for the transfer
which thus privileges and insures our exclusion.
The gentleman has just seen the plain denial, even

in regard to the barren salt plains of Utah, of our

unobstructed right to enter with our slaves during
the short period which is to intervene before
States are to interpose ngainst us the insuperable
barriers of organic law. Surely, he must admit
th t to he a wrong.

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, I appeal with confidence
to the gentleman to say whether, by the series of
measures here adopted, he is not convinced the
South is effectually precluded from all participationin the vast territories acquired from Mexico.
Five years hence does he believe there will be a
slaveholder with his slaves anywhere in that imi,r nn( nil ,lnrl i^n I <wl .«
II.COC irgi.Mi. .» ~v.

free soil and constitute hereafter free Slates? For
that territory we have fought «nd paid freely, gallantly.It is common property, tinder the control
of a common government. Is not our exclusion
from the whole gross wrong and aggression?
The woret of all, Mr Chairman, is, that these

things are all effected by this our common Government,bound to afford us equality of right and
protection. Who does not feel that in this system
of measures there has been hostility and invidious
discrimination manifested against our section, its
property and institutions? The potent agencies
and influences of the Federal Government are arrayedagainst us i and what greater wrong and
aggression can a government inflict on the free
and spirited ? I know not how the gentleman
from Georgia cun view'this matter with equanimity.I confess with more even of sorrow than of
anger, that in my poor judgment, by the consumationof this series of outrages, the slaveholding
States will be lowered from their proud position
of eqaljty and dignity in this Confederacy, and
subjected hereafter to the oppression, if not to the
scorn, of their past equals, the free States of the
North.
Mr. SF.DDON then withdrew his amendment.
Mr. WELLBORN, of Georgia, moved to

amend the amendment, as follows :

rroridedfurther, That the people of said territorybe allowed to pass all laws necessary for the
protection of slavery within said territory, should
slaves be introduced there.
Mr. W. said that it was his fortune to not agree

fblly with either of the honorable gentlemen who
had las addressed the committee. He could not
agree with his colleague [Mr. Toombs] in thinking
that no injustice had been done the South in either

of the two measures that, on yesterday and to
d»y, had passed this House. He thought that
the South Iwtd suffered, and suffered, disproporitionately, in supplying immigration to California,
in consequence of the anarchy permitted by this
Government to exist there prior to the formation
of her Stale constitution ; anil though he was con'scions that the failure to extend the protection of
law over that section occurred somewhat in consequenceof its distraction and weakness, yet he
could not hold the Government blameless in the
matter. Again : he regarded the act of the duy
admitting her into the Union with all her chosen
appointments, as being, in view of the historical

' circumstances attending her progrsss from anarchyinto the Confederacy, a wrong to his secrtion. He differed very widely from the honoraihie gentleman from the Richmond district [Mr.
Seddow] in the estimate he placed on the other
great measure.the Texas boundary and New
Mexico DIII.

In his judgment, in the precise condition of our
public affairs, a more necessary, reasonable, and
just, ayp, sir, a more liumane and opportune measurewas never passed by any Government. He
held himself prepared to make good this statementon all proper occasions, and regretted that
he could not go into the subject more extensively
just now. He had heard with pain the combined
measure denounced as a purchase of slaveholding
soil, to be converted into free soil, and this, too,
sir, with the purchase money of the seller. He
saw no free soil in the New Mexico bill, at least,
uir. lie preferred to look to the subject in its extensiveand associated aspects, and to him is bore
a verv different complexion. Had we forgotten
that Texas was a vast slaveholding domain, that
had been added, on the motion of Southern politicians,to the ITtiion, it is true, yet sectionally to
the South ? Had we forgot that to hold on to the
connection, and perfect her claim to her full territoriallimits, by reducing it to possession, the nationat large has expended near one hundred millionsof dollars, an«i had gathered together on the
same battle-fields the kindred sons of, every sectionof the country ? Are we at liberty to forget
that we have diverted into our coffers constantly
accruing revenues of Texas, expressly p edged to
her creditors? Is there nothing due to the necessitiesand wishes of Texas her elf on the point?
And finally, hnve we, in our prosperi y, lost all
sympathy for New Mexico, that we should subjecther to unnecessary, if not ruthless dismemberment?Ore word more, Rir, on the subject of
the purchase price. If, sir, New England and the
North, and the great Northwest, can come down
to meet the South in a common expenditure of ten
millions more on the siicreu mission 01 extricating
the eompliented i»nd perilous issues involved, and
rescue our common country from possibly a commonruin, is it for the South.is if, sir, for the
honorable gentleman and myself, slaveholders and
Democrats as we are, to stand out? No, sir, I
voted for the measure, and I stand by it.
Mr. HUBBARD Hi\id : Mr. Chairman, this

little dispute going on between the two gentlemen
from Georgia, [Messrs. Toomhh and Wellborn,]
respecting the extent of injury inflicted upon the
Southern people by these measures, after all tiiat
has happened, both having voted for paying
Texas ten millions, puts me in mind of the verdictsof a jury once trying two men for lighting.
11 was in proof that each had been badly beaten
and gouged. Tliey severed in their trials. The
jury returned a verdict of not guilty as to the first.
It was agreed that the same jury might try the
second also, when every one expected he, at least,
would be severely fu^ed und punished: but to the
astonishment of all at court, the same jury, upon
the same proof, found the second man not guilty
also. Consei|iiently, there had been no fight or

wrong, although both were nearly beaten to death.
So it seems is the fact in this case; for if both gentlemenestablish their positions before the country,
and there hus been no wrong done to the South,
although we have been nearly ten month trying
the matter, and notwithstanding, also, the South
has been deprived of all her interest in the newlyacquiredMexican territory, for which she paid
her full Nhure, and nas been taxed her part of the
ten millions to pay Texas; and yet, according to
the argument of gentlemen, "little or no harm
has been done!" Nobody is guilty !
Mr. SKDDON moved to amend the amendment

by adding the following:
" And to remove all restrictions to the free emigrationof persons with iheir property."
Mr. S. said : 1 am gratified, Mr. Chairman, to

find that to a modified extent at least, 1 am sustainedby the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, Wellborn,}who has has just spoken, in the convictionthat in respect to California, the South hus
sustained grevious wrong. In this respect 1 am
pleased to see that he cannot agree with his colleague,and that even his well known moderation
revolts nt the broad assertion that no injury has
been done us. But on this point I have already
spoken enough. I rose to notice tliut portion of
the gentleman's remarks that related to Texas. 1
cnniiot understand the surprise expressed by the
gentleman that any southern slaveholder should
feel himself at liberty to condemn the extraordinarycourse that has been pursued by the North
in relation to the territory ncquired from Mexico,and especially to thai claimed by Texus,
and now to be repurchased from her. If I comprehendthe gentleman aright, he seems to supposethe South under a greui debt of gratitude to
this Government for having annexed Texas; and
that as the war with Mexico resulted from this
treasure of southern policy, we should acquiesce
in the North's now engrossing the whole of the
new territories, and a large part of Texas in the
bargain.
Now, sir, I by no means admit that Texas was

annexed au any favor to the South, or from exclusiveregard to her interests or safely. I recognizeno claim to southern gratitude, or to any
peculiar advantage by the North now from the
motives that influenced annexation. Had,indeed,
this Government sought that measure from exclusivereference to the safety or defence of the South,
it would have done nothing more than its pluin
duty, to guard and protect in our foreign rclutions
the interests ofall portions of the Confederacy;arid
among them so influential a section as the slaveholdingStates. Kven then there would have been
no especial favor.only a duty justly' discharged.
Hut, sir, while the annexation of Texas was recommendedut the South by considerations ofsafety,in the North and West it was advocated and
sustained on other grounds of interest peculiar to
those sections. It was emphatically a great nationalacquisition, advocated as stimulating the
manufacturing and commercial interests of the
North, and alfordinga market to thegratn arid provisionsof the Wcsf. By the Democracy everywherein the Union, it was supported and carried
on broad grounds of policy and expediency, and
certainly the South ought not 111 justice to be held
specially responsible for, or peculiarly benefitted
by it. Indeed, I believe it has even more largely

' advanced, in n pecuniary view, the great interests
and prosperity of the North and West than of the
South.

It was, too, I believe, a wise, just, and benefiIrial measure of national policy, and I protest
<igainst its adoption being made any ground of
specially responsibility to the South, in relation to
the Mexiean war, or any claim of superior right
011 the part of the North, in regard to the territoriesacquired front Mexico. Thnt war, too, I
trust is to be held, as it lias been pronounced by
this Government, in all its departments, and by
the verdict of the Union, a just and righteous one,
and as such its responsibility in not to be cast as

matter of reproach or of disfranchisement on the
South. If it be not such, wc are stigmatized bejfore the world with theinextinguishableguiltofra-1
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No, sir. The war was just and righteous, and as

such it ought to have engaged equally the resources,
the valor, and thesympathies ofall our people. All
were to shure its burdens,and equally participate in
its acquisitions. Weofthe South did our part manjfully and fully all admit it. The valor and treasure of
our citizens were expended in large measure. And
now, sir, on every conceivable principle, are we;
not entitled to equality of privilege and enjoyment
in the territories which constitute the prize of our

common victories and sacrifices? I deny nil
claim of the North from anV antecedents to the
war, or from any events in it to superior rights or

exclusive appropriation. We mny indeed be ex-

J eluded anil debarred from all enjoyment, hut!
surely that is wrong, and nggression enough with|nut the added drop of bitterness, commended by
a friend too, that we have deserved it as the punIishment of past demerit, or as the meed of unrequitd favors due the North.

.Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he lmd alwaysthought it was a good policy for a party
when fairlv whipped, to give up. It was well un|
deretood that thqy had made a fair fight, nnd had
eonquered twice out of three times, but they had
been beaten at last. It would be the better plan
now to leave the matter to the people. The gentlemanfrom Virginia reminded him of a valiant
youth, who on the day succeeding the battle of
New Orlenns, was seen busily loading his gun and
firing; nnd upon being asked what he was doing,
he replied that he was carrying on the war on his
own hook, [a laugh.] He was for turning over

the matter to the people now, nnd letting them dis,pose of it. He trusted that his friends would

'.^.*" ""I gggjSI
yield the fight gmceAilly here. And, added, MrB., so help me Ck»d, I am for resistance. »

The question on the amendment to the amendment,waS, without a division, negatived.
The question then recurring on the amendment

of Mr. WsLLBoaN, it was decided in the negative.
Mr. 8CHNECK moved to amend by striking

out the following from the 9th section, viz:
' Except only that, in all cases involving title to

slnves, the said writs of error or appeals shall be
allowed and decided by the said Supreme Court,
without regard to the value of the matter, property,or title in controversy; and except, also, that."
Mr. S., remarked that he had moved to strike

out a passage from which it might be plaueibly
referred that property in slavea was reeognized as
one of the existing laws of the new State.

It was not agree ! to.
Mr. K.AU1* \l AN" moved that the comn:itte# risa

and report the bill.
Agreed to.
So the Committee rose and reported the fciH to

tue Houn without amendment.
Ami the question was slated to be on orderingthe bill to a third reading.Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, naked the previous

question.
There whs n second \ nnd the main question was

ordered to be now taken.
The bill wns then ordered to a thin! rending.
And having been read a third time by its title,

and the question being " Shall this bill pass ?
Mr. y^ARRlS, of Illinois, demanded the previousquestion.
There was a second, and the main question (on

the passage of the bill) was ordered to be now
taken by nyes and nays.
The question " Shnll the bill pnss?" was taken,

and decided in the affirmative.yens 97, nays 85;
as follows:

Yr.ah.Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson,
Ashe, Averctt, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee,
Uowlin, Boyd, Breek, Uriggs, Brooks, William J.
Brown, Chester Butler, George A. Caldwell, JosephP. Caldwell, Cnsey, W. II. W. Cobb, Daniel,
Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Duphnm, Edmundson,Eliott, A. Evans, Ewing, Fuller, Gentry,Gerry, Gorman, Hall, Haralson, I. G. Hnrris,
T. L. Harris, Hayinond, Hihbard, Hilliard,
Hoaglarul, Houston, Howard, J. W. Jackson, A.
Johnson, J. L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr,
La Sere, Lcffier, Levin, Liltlefield, Job Mann,
Marshall, Mason, McClernund, McDonald, McDowell,McLanahnm, R. M. McLane, F. E. McLean,McMullen, McWillie, Morehead, Morton,
Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peuslee, Pitman, Potter,
Richardson, Bobbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross,
Savage, Shepperd, Stanly, F. P. Stanton, R. H.
Stanton, Strong, Jucob Thompson, James Thomp-
Hon J. B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs,
Walden,Watkins,Wellborn, Wildrick, Williams,
Wilson, and Young.97.
Nats.Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Bennett,

Bingham, Booth, Bpwdon, A. G. Brown, Burrows,Burt, T. B. Butler, Cahle, Calvin, Camphell,Chandler', Clark, Colcock, Cole, Corwin,
Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan,Durkee.N. Evun*, Feathrrston, Fitch, Fowler,Giddnigs, Gott, Gould, Hnlloway, Harlan,
S. W. Harris, Hehnrd, Henry, Holladav, Holmes,
Howe, Huhhard, Hunter, Inge, W. T. Jackson,
Julian, G. G. King, J. G. King, J. A. King, P.
King, Horace Mann, Matieson, McKinsock,
McQueen, Mencham, Meade, Moore, Morris,
Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peck, Reed,
Reynolds, Root, Rumsey, SHckett, Sawtelle,
Schenck, Schoolcraft, SedJon, Silvester, Spngue,
Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Tuck, Van
Dykt, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworih,
and Woodward.80.
[The following gentlemen did not vote, having

paneJ oir, viz: Mr. McGaugiicy with Mr. Tiiom ah
Mr. Caixtter with Mr. Mursk, and Mr. Hamiltonwith Mr. Wilmot.
So the hill whs passdd.
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider

the vote hy which the hill was passed, and to laythat motion 011 the table.
Agreed to.
So the bill stands passed, and the House adjourned.
Thf, Crops..The Sumter (Ala.) Whig of

the 20th ult. says the cotton crop of th t county
cannot ho a full one, though there is no doubt
of its being a much better one than that of Lst,
year.
The Linden (Ala.) Free Press of the'20th ult.

s iys that Uiu eotton crop of Marengo countythis year, it is supposed by many planters, w ill
he, near an average one, hut the corn cr>p will
fall far short of that mark.
The Columbus (Miss.) Democrat of th? '20th

ult. has the following :
The prospects a good cotton crop have materiallydeclined in the last two weeks in this sectionof country. While some of our planters _

wlto have t een blessed with light showers still
hope lor a full crop, the indications are genererullyunfavorable, owing to the destruction of
the late crop not only by the worm, but also by
the falling of squares in consequence of long
drought.
The Vicksburg Whiff of the 24th ult. says: %

vve nave converscn wun a number ot planters
living in difleront part* of thi» (Warren) county,
who all represent the boll-worm as being very
destructive to their cotton. One planter says
ho counted thirty bolls on a single stalk, pierced
by the worms, and that in a tield of ten acres of
new land that bad been topped, and the tops
put into hags and carried off and destroyed accordingto the recipe published by us some timo
since for destroying the boll worm. From this
it will be scon that neither topping cotton nor
new land, is proofagain t this destructive insect.
We take the following from the Greensboro'

(Ala.) /ifaeon of the 24th uIt:
Except on the rich black and bottom lands,

the cotton has been suffering for want of rain
greatly for the last three weeks. Several sandy
land planters have assured us this week, that the
crops in their neighborhoods arc not likely to
turn out belter than last year. Picking commencedpretty generally on Monday last.

Coot, Impudence,.It will be remembered by
our readers that, a few days ago, we alluded to
the fact that a valuable maid-servant, the propertyof Robert C. Htanard, Esip, of this city, hud
decamped to pirts unknown, having taken
"French leave" of Mrs." Ntanard, during a late
visit with her mistress to Newport, Rhode Island.
As we referred to the matter as an item of

news, in addition to giving further warning t<>
our Southern friends not to take valuable slaves
with them to the North, unless they desired to
get. rid of them wc thought nothing further of
the affair until wo received by Monday's mail
the New Bedford (Mass.) Standard, with the
subjoined paragraph marked for our perusal:
"The Hlavc Jane, who left Mr. Stannrd at

Newport lately, is now in this city. The RichmondRepublican is informed that there is no
fears here that Jane will 'die of starvation and
w nt.' She is well satisfied with her situation
in a land of freedom, and has no desire to return
to 'nominal bondage' in Virginia."
We should think the Standard was ahout fit,

in grammar and impudence, to be the organ of %

runaway negro..Rich. Republican.
Cholera is Pittsburg.. Pittsburg, Sept. 5.

The hope that tho cholera had intirely disappearedhere was prevalent amoug our citizens
during tno past week. But it broke out yesterday,in a virulent form in the Sixth Ward, where
Home eight cases occurred. Among the victims
were Orlando Metcalfe, a distinguished member
of the Pittsburg bar, his son, servant girl, and
coachman. Mr. Metcalfe was universally esteemedand respected. ] lis death caused general
grief and much alarm.

By Telegraph to the Schuylkill NavigationCo's Office.. PoUsrille, Sept. 6, 1850.
F. Frailry. Since tlic water has fallen, we find
the damage to the canal less than was expected.
A dinner was given to Brig. Gen. Riley, at

Monterey, on the 34th of July, on the occasion
of his retiring from California, and a splendid
gold chain and medal were presented to him by
his hosts.

Linus White, the far-famed young skipper,
of Northern New York, has left the Christal
waters o< Lake George for the seductive allurementsand a good salary in our city. Wherever
he is he will keep his head above water.


